DOCUHEHT RESUME 



' ED 038 127 



JC 700 096 

4 



AUTHOR 

TITLE 



Turner, Hugh J., Jr. 

The Half That Leaves: A Limited Survey of Attrition' 
in Community Colleges. 

Florida Community Junior Coll. Inter-institutional 
Research Council.; Florida Univ. , Gainesville. Inst, 
of Higher Education. 

Mar 70 • • . 

1 8 p . 



INSTITUTION 



PUB DATE 
NOTE 



EDRS PRICE 



EDR S Pr ice MF-S0.25 HC-$1.00 

♦College Attendance, Dropout Attitudes,' *Dropout 
Rate, *Dropout Research, ♦Junior Colleges, Student 
Attitude** , . 



DESCRIPTORS' 




conducted at 4-year colleges, where more extensive research has been 
done,“ often have relevance for 2- year colleges. This survey of i-hfi 
literature from both areas points to several student- relat^dtanfl 
college-related factors that appear to influence discontinuance^ at 
junior colleges. The author indicates that recent research reports'^on 
student attrition have questioned academic aptitude as a predictor of'^ 
perseverence in college, and thus other factors are sought to explain 
who drops out and why. Studeiit- related factors involve an interplay 
of actual and perceived ability, family and school background, and 
motivation. College-related factors begin \rdth the, student's 
introduction to the school and depend c%.his adjustment to faculty, 
curriculum, and school mores. A clo ser : linfc- between community 
colleges and secondary .schools would be an initial step in decreasing 
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The following paper on student attrition in community 
colleges was originally prepared by Hugh ]. Turner Jr. 
in conjunction with a class taught by James L. Wattenbarger 
on the community college. The bibliographical essay 
presents the research to date in this area in a form which 
may be helpful to those concerned with the junior college 
dropout. 
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Associate Director 
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INTRODUCTION 



Slightly over half of the freshmen entering junior colleges in 1966 as 
full-time students failed to re-enroll in the fall of 1967. Attrition in part- 
time freshmen was even higher, approaching two -thirds. 1 These rates are 
similar to those of the earlier years of the decade ^ despite an almost two- 
fold growth in the public institutions accompanied by intensive efforts to 
popularize this level of education. 

Junior colleges are not alone in this experience. Four-year colleges 
and universities find, as they have for well over forty years, that half of 
their starting students do not graduate. * But it was partly to relieve and 
improve this situation that the community college came into being. The 
fa&t that it continues to suffer a comparable rate of loss naturally is of 
deep concern. 

In contrast to the senior institutions there seem to be relatively few 
investigations of the reasons for dropout in the community colleges. 

Although a vague pattern of information is beginning to emerge from nume- 
rous studies of the university predicament, material dealing specifically with 
the junior college is scanty and consists mainly of institutionally-generated 
inquiries of limited scope. In view of the great impoitance of the subject, 
and since no short overview seems to have been made, a brief survey of 
public junior college attrition would appear profitable. 

A fruitful approach is suggested by the focus of the subject - the 
discontinuing student** himself. Since brevity demands boundaries this 
paper will be limited to the "who’' and the "why" and of necessity will be 
confined to a sampling of the literature and to the full-time community 
college population. The latter restriction stems from two propositions, 
namely: this student presumably is the greatest loss to higher education; 
and secondly, this part of the student body has attracted more critical 
attention and appraisal. 



Data taken from totals in Table II, "Summary by States - All Junior 
Cblleges, " Junior College Directory, 1968 and 1969, American Association 
of Junior Colleges, Washington, D. C. 

^Thornton (1966), p. 155. Table II, Junior College Directory , 1962-64. 

3 Summerskill (1962), p. 631; Knoell (1964), p. 55. 

^Thornton (1966), p. 155. 

^Although the literature contains a vast variety of justifiable quali- 
fications and distinctions, for purposes of clarity and simplicity in this 
paper all terms applying to the student who leaves college without securing 
a degree will be used synonomously. 



THE NON- CONTINUING STUDENT 



The more exhaustive studies of the non- continuing student usually have 
been pointed at problems of the four-year institution. 1 Its enrollees however 
have 'distinct differentia as compared with the student body of the public 
junior college. 2 As a whole, students entering the senior institution are 
much more carefully selected for academic promise, come from a higher 
socioeconomic background, and so have apparent advantages for continuing 
in college. Yet this group too encounters severe losses during the 
freshman and sophomore years. Since about three-quarters of the community 
college freshmen embark initially on a transfer program in which they are 
supposed to receive at least the equivalent of the lower division in the 
four-year institution, cautious examination of some of the findings on the 
non-continuer in the higher milieu may prove helpful to an understanding of 
his counterpart in the public junior college. 



The Higher Institution 

Investigations of the problem in four-year institutions have centered on 
two broad avenues of attacjk, student background and performance before 
coming to college, and what happens to him after he enters as a freshman. 
The first of these is of special interest in this section. 

Family influences appear to have a predominant effect on whether a 
student persists. The educational attainment of parents has a decided 
role, fathers of dropouts being heavily represented among the lower edu- 
cational groups and die mother's educational level being significantly 
related to staying in college. 3 Further, persistence is positively asso- 
ciated with family expectations for future success (Knop, 1967; Trent and 
Medsker, 1968). Somewhat surprisingly, family socioeconomic status is 
less conclusive with respect to remaining in college. 4 Nevertheless, it 



l For examples, see Chase 0965), Iffert 0965), Summerskill 0962), 
and Trent and Medsker 0968). 

2 See Cooley and Becker 0966), Cross 0968), Hoyt and Mundy 0966). 

3see Chase 0965), Cross 0968), and Koelsche 0956). 

^According to Summerskill 0962): "Research findings on this hypothesis 
are equivocal." Chase 0965) decided that lower socioeconomic origin does not 
necessarily correlate with discontinuing students. Trent and Medsker 0968) 
concluded that distinctions between persisters and non-persisters can not be 
made on the basis of differences in either socioeconomic status or native 
ability. On the other hand Panos 0967). in his study of 36,405 students 
entering 246 colleges in 1961, found that lower socioeconomic background 
was one of the characteristics of students not completing in four years. 



